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 On order of the Court, the application for leave to appeal the November 28, 2017 
judgment of the Court of Appeals is considered and, pursuant to MCR 7.305(H)(1), in lieu 
of granting leave to appeal, we VACATE that part of the Court of Appeals analysis stating: 
“Because neither respondent nor the tax tribunal has presented any analysis that petitioner 
is a ‘user’ under MCL 211.181 beyond petitioner’s being a for-profit business, the tax 
tribunal erred in denying summary disposition to petitioner.”  The Tax Tribunal did not 
directly address this issue in the first instance.  Therefore, we REMAND this case to the 
Court of Appeals for further consideration.  On remand, while retaining jurisdiction, the 
Court of Appeals shall remand this case to the Tax Tribunal to conduct a hearing to answer 
the following questions as posed in the Court of Appeals analysis: “whether the golf course 
is ‘used by’ petitioner ‘in connection with a business conducted for profit’ and petitioner 
is the ‘user of the real property.’”  MCL 211.181(1).  At the conclusion of the hearing, the 
Tax Tribunal shall forward the record and its findings to the Court of Appeals, which shall 
rule on whether the petitioner is subject to tax under MCL 211.181(1) based on the record.  
If the Court of Appeals determines that the petitioner is subject to tax under MCL 
211.181(1), the Court of Appeals shall consider the remaining issue raised by the petitioner 
but not addressed by that court during its initial review of this case regarding whether the 
petitioner is entitled to the concession exemption under MCL 211.181(2)(b).  In all other 
respects, leave to appeal is DENIED, because we are not persuaded that the remaining 
questions presented should be reviewed by this Court. 
 
 We do not retain jurisdiction. 


